AGENDA
GROTON ZONING COMMISSION
JANUARY 4, 2017 - 6:30 P.M.
TOWN HALL ANNEX - 134 GROTON LONG POINT ROAD
COMMUNITY ROOM 2

I. ROLL CALL
II. PUBLIC COMMUNICATIONS
III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

1. December 7, 2016%*
IV. OLD BUSINESS

1. Zoning Regulations Update
a. WRPD Regulation Amendment Discussion**

V. NEW BUSINESS

1. Report of Commission
2. Receipt of New Applications
3. Election of Officers

VI. REPORT OF CHAIRPERSON

VII. REPORT OF STAFF

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

* ENCLOSED
** Bring your notebooks with all previous handouts

Next Regular Meeting: February 1, 2017



L.

II.

MINUTES
TOWN OF GROTON
ZONING COMMISSION
DECEMBER 7, 2016 - 6:30 P.M.
TOWN HALL ANNEX - 134 GROTON LONG POINT ROAD
COMMUNITY ROOM 2

ROLL CALL

Regular members present: Hudecek Marquardt, Sayer, Smith; Sutherland
Alternate members present: Archer, Edgerton, Merrow ..

Absent: F

Staff present: Glemboski, Jones, Gilot <<,

Chilrperson Sutherland calld the meeting (g ordekat 630 p . 3
PUBLIC HEARINGS N, -

A
T

1. Special Permit #350, 39-41 West Main Street, Steamboat Wharf, PIN
261918309893 and 261918401742 WDD Zone::Proposal is to establish
Argia Cruises at dock space<at the\ north. end of:Steamboat Wharf and
office space at 39-41 West Main, Street. R:vlew is per Sections 6.3 and
8.3 of the Zoning Regulations: (A 1a ‘Cruises, LLC, Applicant)
(Steamboat Wharf Co LLC Owner) (CAM)

Chairperson Sutherland read the call of the hearing.

Amy Blumberg, Owner”of Schooner Argia, explained the proposal to
relocate the Argia, a wonkmg schooner, to downtown Mystic. The history of the
Argia and the current operations were, detailed. The schooner offers 3 to 4 trips
per day from:May to October, Ms. Blumberg detailed the process from
purchasing a. ticket to accessing the dock and boat. Food delivery, handicap
access with aismall ramp,sand parking (17 stalls required/9 in WDD) at
Steamboat Wharf:were reviewed. She discussed the neighborhood compatibility
with Mysticls maritime heritage, sidewalks, lighting, electrical, plumbing access,
wasfewater and trash.: Sewage would be prov1ded through a large holding tank
”pqmped into am, ex1sting onsite pumpout station and exit to the town sewer
systQ% ‘The relatjon to Long Island Sound, environmental effects and the coastal

anagement: ‘application were reviewed. Coastal public access will not be
affected and no“coastal resources would be degraded with the use. Ms. Blumberg
said the ‘Argia’s presence would increase the public’s access for water use and
recreatlonal boating. There would be no change of existing use of the docks.

Staff said the required mailings were in order. The Planning Commission
had no comment. Several letters in favor of the application were noted for the
record:

Anthony & Deborah Torraca, Ancient Mariner
Stephanie Marshall

Lisa Saunders

B. Michael Rauh, Jr.

Margaret Mackris, The Blue Horse

Lauren Shepard

Michelle Gemma, Army Navy Stores
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o Debra Hankey & family, 115 Lamphere Road

Staff said there would be no construction required except for the handicap
access ramp to the dock. Parking requirements were reviewed and there are no
coastal impacts. The ramp will be used when Argia is cruising, from April to
October.

The Chair asked for comments from the public.
The following residents spoke in favor of the application: .+

e Frank Fulchiero, 10 Fort Rachel Place, the original-builder and owner
of the Argia. He provided a brief history of the Argia and:distributed
several photos to the commissioners. He also presented a letter from
the Town Zoning Official from 1989 grantmg zomng approval for‘the
Argia.

e Alex Hankey, 115 Lamphere Road = _

o Katie Jones, 12 Rhonda Drive  © '

e Sarah Cahlll 368 Noank Road Dlrector of Educatlon at Mystic
Seaport

e Chris Cox, 11 Ashby Street Pres;dent of Thames River Heritage Park

David Kaye, Steamboat® Whaxf C& g!omlmum Assomatlon president,
spoke about the lower parkmg lot:which is %ned by the condo association. He
noted that the Association’ recelves no’ benefit. from the parking lot, and no
financial gain from the Argia be1 ng on the premises. He asked Ms. Blumberg if
there was parking for buses available a “nearby church. He said the units 1 - 18
have no financial gain‘from Argia being on premises. If they were to be named in
a lawsuit against the “Argia, they. would share the risk, but would not be
reimbursed in any manner. He asked-that the Argia indemnify the association
from any damage. He said the parking lot is dangerous and busy and additional
tour business would increase the problem. As a condition, the Association asked
the Zoning Commission to consider these conditions be included in the permit:

1. No tour buses in the parking lot
~ 2..No last: mmute ‘Argia customers shall park in fire lanes or improper
arking spaces.”
. M1ssmg firg, lane signs shall be reinstalled and parking lines repainted.
4§Vlolatc&;g%%11 be ticketed or towed after signage of proper notice.
5."Owners shall be protected from lawsuits and the parking lot will be made
safer.

\__',George King, Mystic Museum of Art Director, 9 - 15 Water Street,
spoke about the parking. The entrance to the lot is owned by the Mystic Art
Center, and said he would like to review the parking entrance and access with
Ms. Blumberg.

Amy Blumberg, owner of the Argia, addressed David Kaye’s concerns.
She agreed to indemnify the owners of Steamboat Wharf Condo Assoc.; increase
liability insurance to cover the association to $2 million per occurrence. She
agreed that buses do not belong in the lower parking (past the two sets of double
lines). Buses will pull directly in just past entrance, let the children off and they
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walk to the boat; the buses will use the turn-around area and exit. She has
arranged for the use of the Union Baptist Church parking lot by customers.

Staff noted for the record that the application was referred to the Fire
Marshal who had no comment or concerns. Site plan approval is also required,
and these issues can be addressed through the site plan process.

The public hearing was closed at 7:17 p.m.

2. Special Permit #351, 15 Water Street, PIN 261918306108, "WDD Zone.
Proposal is to change the approved use of the basement level from. retail
to a restaurant. Review is per Sections 6.3 and 8.3 of the Zoning
Regulations. (Gary Hobert, Applicant) (Mystic Museum of Art; Owner)

Chairperson Sutherland read the legal notice.

Gary Hobert, 59 Sequin Drive, Noank, ‘presented his ‘application to
convert the use of the lower level of the Emporium “building from retail to a
restaurant. There would be no outside dining and no outside: music. “The closing
time would change from the previous restaurant (10 p.m, during:the week and 11
p.m. during weekends) to 1 a.m. Sundays through Thursdays and 2 a.m. Fridays
and Saturdays. There is a kitchen and, seating for about 45. There will be two
outside wall-mounted signs in the same location, one.on the side of the building
and one on the front, with the same“design; just a new name. There will be no

neon signs. _ : <

Staff explained that the previous:special permit for the site which allowed
the use to change fr%m retail to a restaurant had a two year term. The previous
owner closed the business so“a new special permit must be approved. The
proposal is for 325 sqi ft.of restaurant seating and 45 sq. ft. of bar seating.
Eleven parking spaces are required for the entire building and there are 11 on
site. Mr. Hobert will use the"Mystic, Museum of Art parking validation program,
although it"is:not necessary:to meet zoning parking requirements. Staff said the
mailings ere' in order. The Eire Marshal had no comments; Ledge Light Health
Districtis. working with the”applicant to upgrade the kitchen. The Planning
Commission had no comment.

Staff noted that typically the only time that hours of operation are
specified with a special permit are for outdoor dining, not for interior restaurants.

\ The commission asked if there would be take-out available. Hobert said it
would not be a take-out type of restaurant. No outside work is proposed at this
time,*so0 no CAM application is required.

Staff said they would not recommend a two-year limit on a permit if it is
granted.

The Chair asked for comments from the public.

Lee Vincent, 1 New London Road, spoke in favor of the application, but
had concerns with noise in the neighborhood late at night. He said the
Commission should add a condition to any approval that there would be no
outside amplification.
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III.

Martin Kramer, 17 Water Street, Apartment 17, had concerns with the
noise. He said the hours were limited previously because if was positioned as a
wine bar. There was noise at closing, which had been 10 or 11 pm. He was also
concerned with outside smoking and the parking.

Steven Clemente, 15 Water Street, the former owner of Frizzante,
discussed the enhanced soundproof properties inside the building, and the control
of the parking spaces. He spoke in favor of the application.

George King, Director of the Mystic Museum of Art,. s'pbk.e" in“favor of
the application. The museum owns the building at 15 Watel: Street. and will do
their best to keep noise, music, etc. to a minimum.,

Eileen Zelken, 152 Water Street (the Power House), spoke in support of
the application but had concerns with the hours of operatlon '

Gary Hobert said there would be no outsuie speakers, the Mysnc Museum
of Art would not allow them. 3

The public hearing was closed at:7:42 p.m.
CONSIDERATION OF PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. Special Permit #350, 39- a1 West Mwam ‘Street;Steamboat Wharf (Argia Cruises,
LLC, Applicant) (Steamboat Wharf Co. LLC, Owner) (CAM)

MOTION: To approve Spec1al Permit, #350, 39-41 to establish Argia Cruises at
dock space at thewnorth end of Steamboat Wharf and office space at 39-
41 West" Main Street subject to the following modification:

“1._ A tempo t%ry handlcapped ramp shall be placed between Steamboat
Inn and the Steamboat Wharf Condominiums to allow access to the
dock durmg the months of cruise operations.

Fmd.mgs and Reasonsjor Approval

""The Comm1ss1on ﬁndg that the establishment of Argia Cruises at Steamboat Wharf
.. complies with Segtlon 6.3 of the Zoning Regulations in that it will serve both Mystic
“residents and.tourists; it does not impede the use of the public coastal access along the

dock; it enhances the unique qualities of Mystic, and; it is in keeping with the goals of
the-Plan of Conservation and Development.

The Commission also finds that the application complies with Section 8.3 of the Zoning
Regulations in that it will not have any detrimental effects on the public heaith, safety,
and welfare, will not be in conflict with the normal pedestrian and vehicular traffic
pattern of the neighborhood, does not conflict with the purposes of these regulations,
and will reasonably minimize the potential environmental impacts on adjacent water
bodies, including the Mystic River and Long Island Sound.

Motion made by Hudecek, seconded by Sayer. Motion passed unanimously.
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MOTION: To approve the Coastal Site Plan for Special Permit #350, Argia
Cruises, Steamboat Wharf because it is consistent with all applicable
coastal policies, is a water dependent use and includes all reasonable
measures to mitigate adverse impacts on coastal resources.

Motion made by Hudecek, seconded by Sayer. Motion passed unanimously.

2. Special Permit #351, 15 Water Street (Gary Hobert, Applicant) (Mystic Museum of
Art, Owner)

MOTION:  To approve Special Permit #351, Mystic Emporiliijfiipl.i";sxéﬁiegt_, 15 Water
Street, for a standard restaurant with the following conditions and
findings: & ° B B

1. Any increase in the allowed 325 sq.ft. of dining seating-area and 45
sq.ft. of bar seating shall require:the o&ner“to show. the Planning
Department how the restaurant will still meet the parking requirements
of Section 6.3-4 of the Zoning. Regulations;

Findings:

The Commission finds, that. the .restaurant use complies with the
objectives of Section. 6.3. of the Zoning. Regulations in that it will
enhance the unique qualities-of:Mystic, ‘will preserve and enhance the
historic features of\the existing building; and is in keeping with the goals
of the Plan of Conservation and Deyelopment.

The Commission.also finds:that this application complies with the special
permit “objectives<in Section 8.3-8 of the Zoning Regulations in that it
does not-alter the essential characteristics of the Mystic area, does not
cause traffic congestion-or safety conflicts, does not conflict with the
purposes of ‘these- regulations, and will not cause any potentially
significant enyironmental impacts on adjacent water bodies, including
Long Island Sound.

Motion made by Mar_g_uardt, seconded by Sayer.

The COmmissibﬁ_ discﬁs.'s:ed the hours of operation. They also discussed whether they

.. would want a term or time limit for the special permit. They concurred they would not
. impose-any limits on the term, the hours or the noise.

Nfo;gpﬂ :If)‘assqd unanimously.

PUBLIC’ COMMUNICATIONS

Staff said Zell Steever’s s comments from the previous meeting were included
in the agenda packet. If he presents comments on the WRPD tonight, the commission
should not engage in discussion since a formal application had been submitted. Their
comments and questions must wait for the public hearing.

Zell Steever, 81 Main Street, Noank, asked why the application was filed. Staff
explained that the commissioners concurred at the November meeting that they would
like the application to be filed.
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VI.

VIL

He said he had hoped for this evening’s presentation to be a more informal
rather than a formal presentation.

Mr. Steever said he worked with the town’s GIS coordinator to create the map
he presented. He said he took the existing zoning map, asked for the WRPD and the
boundaries of the basins in the community to be shown, which were outlined in purple.
He discussed the entire drinking water source of the town. He also asked for all the
inland wetlands to be outlined and the streams enhanced on the map.

Mr. Steever spoke about the protection of water sources, since good quality
water will attract businesses, and discussed the New York City water system. He said
that the Horsley Witten Group previously presented setbacks of 150 ft. which would be
approprlate in Groton. He said the commission should consult w1th an expert about
“takings”. Y a B, &

He outlined other problems, including exemptlons (1 and 2 farmly houses)
which he felt was not a good idea; if they chopse:to go with 50 or 100:ft. buffers, there
should be no exemptions. He said underground storage tanks’and farms/nurseries are
very important to regulate. He also said the commission should look carefully at the
fuel dealers. He provided numerous references.and publications that are available on
the protection of water. He said it.is not practical to set buffers without considering
slope, vegetation, activity, etc. He believes the“bigger ‘the buffer, the less likely
pollution of the water. He said:that although there is a significant drought right now,
the reservoir has not gone down because of the plentiful water supply. He left the map
for the record.

Sidney Van Zandt, 3 Front Street Noank addressed the commission. She read
a statement from ‘the Groton Open Space Association (GOSA) with their
recommendations for buffers 1mperv1ous and removal of buffer exemptions.

James Furlong, 57 Flshtown Lane Mystic, registered disappointment with the
unknown {submission of the WRPD apphcatlon which essentially freezes all
discussions on'the WRPD until the public hearing.

APPROVAL;,OF MINUTES

1% November 2, 2016
MOTION: . To approve the minutes of the November 2, 2016 meeting as presented.

Motion made by Hudecek, seconded by Sayer. Motion passed 3-0, 2 abstentions
(Smith, Sutherland).

OLD BUSINESS

1. Zoning Regulations Update

Staff said Horsley Witten has begun working on the text for the rewrite of the
entire regulation document. They are not sure when it will be available but most likely
it will be sometime after the WRPD public hearing.

NEW BUSINESS
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VIII.
IX.

1. Report of Commission

Sayer requested that staff email large agenda packets in smaller sections to
make it easier for the commissioners to read.

2. Receipt of New Applications
a. REGA #16-02 Water Resource Protection District (Section 6.12)

The Commission discussed whether they would prefer to move forward with the
public hearing, or withdraw the application and continue to work on.the WRPD.

Sutherland made a motion to withdraw the WRPD application and add “WRPD
Discussion” to the next agenda. The motion was seconded by Smith.

The commissioners would like all the information they" have alfeady seen,
including the maps, regarding the tiered dlscusslon and 1mpacts the analysis, and the
effects of impervious surface. :

Motion passed 3 - 0, 2 abstentlons (Marquardt Hudecek)

The commissioners requested coples of the maps Mr. Steever used in his
presentation. :

=,

REPORT OF CHAIRPERS_ON . Ném_e >
REPORT OF STAFF

Staff reminded the: Commission that the hohday party hosted by the Planning
Commission will be held ‘Monday night, December 12", at 6:30 p.m. at the Seahorse
Restaurant in Noank.

Staff distributed the current issue of “On Common Ground”.

ADJOURNMENT

Motlon to adJoum at 8:40 p.m. was made by Hudecek, seconded by

Sy Marquardt SO voted unanimously.

Susan.Marquardt, Secretary
Zoning Commission

Prepared by Debra Gilot
Office Assistant III



MEMORANDUM

TO: Town of Groton Zoning Commission

FROM: Diane Glemboski, Planner II

DATE: December 29, 2016

SUBJECT: Zoning Commission Meeting 1-4-17 - WRPD Update

At the Zoning Commission meeting on January 4, 2017, staff and the consultant will be working
with the Commission to address any outstanding items for the update of Section 6.12 (WRPD) of
the Zoning Regulations. To prepare for the meeting and the discussion with staff and the
consultants, staff recommends the following:

1.

3.

Text: Review the most recent draft text for the WRPD. This is the document distributed
for the last ZC meeting and is labeled REGA-02 Water Resource Protection - Draft /
Dated November 30, 2016. There are currently no changes to this document. You may
want to note the Sections where you still have questions and concerns. This will help
focus the discussion on outstanding items.

. Memos: Review any previous memos and maps from the consultants and staff. These

items should be in your notebooks. The memos are dated:

e HW: September 23, 2015 (Preliminary Review) with Attachment dated 1/26/07
(Revised 5/17/07)

e HW: December 30, 2015 (Conceptual Approach) with DEEP Aquifer Protection
Area Program Regulated Land Use Activity Table

e HW: February 3, 2016 (Progress Report)

o Staff: September 7, 2016 (Buffer Requirements)

o HW: September 28, 2016 (50’ or 100’ Buffer)

o HW: September 28, 2016 (Summary)

Minutes: If you would like to review the minutes from previous ZC meetings where the
WRPD was discussed and you do not have copies of these minutes in your notebook, you
can view the minutes on the Town of Groton website. You can find them under
Meetings/Minutes/Zoning Commission. The dates where the WRPD was discussed
include:

9/30/2015

12/2/15

1/6/16

2/3/16

2/17/16

3/2/16

5/23/16

6/1/16



7/5/16

10/5/16

11/2/16

12/7/16 (Draft; in agenda packet)

4. Maps: We will bring copies of the following maps that you have reviewed for the WRPD
over the last year:

Groton Watershed Property - Class 1, 2 and 3 Land (Rev 7/12/12)
Water Quality Classifications- Groton, CT (11/2015)

200’ & 250’ Setback to Streams and Ponds (12/30/15)

WRPD Non-Permitted/Regulated Uses and Sewer Connections (2/10/16)
Parcels Impacted by 50-ft Wetland/Hydro Buffer (10/4/16)

Parcels Impacted by 100-ft Wetland/Hydro Buffer (10/4/16)

Town of Groton Zoning with Wetlands: Presented by Zell Steever (Modified
12/20/16)

5. Comments: You may also want to review the following written comments submitted by
members of the Zoning Commission, Groton Ultilities, and the public over the last year:

S Van Zandt (2/17/16)

GU (19/2/16)

GU (9/15/16)

GU 9/30/16)

GU (10/4/16)

J Furlong (10/15/16)

S Hudecek (11/2/26)

J Furlong (11/2/16)

Z Steever (11/22/16)

S Sayer (12/1/16)

M Edgerton (12/8/16) - Attached to 1/4/17 Agenda Packet
GOSA (12/5/16) - Attached to 1/4/17 Agenda Packet

Please bring your notebooks to the meeting. If you need additional help or information,
please email djones@groton-ct.gov or dglemboski@groton.ct.gov .




Draft WRPD - Edgerton Comments
8 December 2016

Version reviewed: 30 November

6.12-3 Definitions
6.12-3.A

Agriculture, Commercial - Definition describes “principally wholesale” operations. Farm stands
are allowed in current regulations (7.1-8). Does the definition need to be expanded to include
agricultural operations that may be more retail oriented?

Animals - Definitions cover livestock, pets and wild animals. Do Guide Dogs and Companion
(aka Therapy or Emotional Support) animals need to be included somewhere? Not an issue for
WRPD, but may be if definitions are used in other sections of updated code.

6.12-3.C

Laundry, Commercial - Drop “scale” from “commercial-scale” unless commercial-scale has a
commonly used definition. If the size of non-commercial operations (according to Google there
are non-profit laundromats...) is an issue a size definition can be added (based on chemical
use???).

6.12-3.G
Marine Craft and Equipment Sales and Rentals - Add “storage” to list of activities or add new
definition for boat storage. Boat storage should also be addressed in section 6.12-10.B.2

(Outdoor Storage Yards). Also consider adding boat repair/servicing to table 8.12-1 (WPRD
Prohibited Uses and Uses with Specific Conditions). BMP for boat repair and servicing are

covered in Conpecticut Clean Marina Guidebook. This or other suitable reference could be
used to specify any Specific Conditions deemed necessary.
6.12-3.H

Should definitions for the terms “Perennial Watercourse”, “Waterbodies” and “Watercourse”
match those used on other State or Federal law or regulations (i.e. Inland Wetlands Act)?

6.12-4.D

Replace “shall” with “must”

Ereeiod 1



6.12-4.D.3

Proposed WRPD Boundary Plan - Suggest adding requirement for description of soil type(s).
This is easy to add and would assist in any more detailed consideration of water/pollutant
movement.

6.12-5.B.3

Clarify that “municipal maintenance” does not include permanent facilities (i.e. storage lots,
staging areas or other activities requiring long term clearing of an area).

6.12-5.C.1

Categorical Prohibited Activities - Clarify if activities in 6.12-5.B (Exempt Uses and Activities) are
allowed to conduct Prohibited Activities (i.e. can the City stockpile salt as a municipal
maintenance activity).

6.12-5.D and Table 6.12-1

Should term “on sewers” be changed to “connected to municipal sewer line” or some other such
less jargony term?

Table 6.12-1

Add “Nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorous)” to list of Concerns for Agriculture, Commercial and
Nurseries and Greenhouses, Commercial

Should Pet Grooming Establishment be subject to some of the conditions required for Kennel,
Commercial (6.12-10.A.2.a and €)?

Power Plants - Should this be clarified to exclude a ban on solar and wind power?
See comments on “Marine Craft and Equipment Sales and Rentals"” above
6.12-6 and 6.12-7

Why are activities described by 6.12-5.B3-6 exempt from Erosion and Sediment Control and
Stormwater Management Standards?

6.12-7.B

Does Redevelopment or Expansion need to be defined?

EpgeeTon



6.12-7.B.2.a
Clarify that “Subsections 7.C, 7.D and 7.E" means 6.12-7.C, D and E

6.12.7.B.2.b

Existing Impervious Cover - The value 40% is used as a target in three unrelated metrics
(reduce total impervious cover, reduce runoff or water quality or a mix of runoff reduction and
water quality). Provide a mechanism for measuring or calculating these metrics.

What does a 40% improvement in water quality mean? Is there some weighting scheme that
balances reduction in weight sediment, nitrogen or organic pollutants? How are does one sum
a reduction in stormwater runoff and improvement in water quality?

Why were these specific targets chosen?
6.12-7.C.1

Is a definition for 1, 2, 5, 10, 25 and 100 year storm needed? Consider replacing with, 1, 10 and
100 year storm. | don't think you gain much by including the other intermediate calculations.

6.12-7.D.1
Suggest modified text:

Stormwater discharges to wetlands or watercourses must be managed by a sequence of Best
Management Practices (BMPs) that are estimated to achieve a pollutant load reductions of 85%
total suspended solids, 60% bacteria, 30% total phosphorous and 30% total nitrogen as
determined by pollutant load analysis described in Appendix E of the New Hampshire
Stormwater Manual. Pollutant removal efficiencies and compliance information must be
submitted with the application. If other BMPs are proposed performance data for those BMPs
must be submitted as part of an application and must be approved by the Town.

Why were these specific values selected?

6.12-7.D.4

Provide examples or references to help define “vegetated stormwater BMPs". This could be
treatment practices from the 2004 Connecticut Stormwater Quality Manual (i.e. Stormwater
wetlands, Vegetated filter strips/Level spreaders, Grass drainage channels...) or other

referenced BMP or the New Hampshire Stormwater Manual,

As a question, how do you enforce these rules? They depend on the continued presence of
vegetation of specific types and sizes growing in different places.

E)ﬁ%'ﬂ)") 4



6.12-7.E

Clarify that Subsections 7.A, 7.B-D are subsections 6.12-7.A, 6.12-7.B-D.
6.12-8.B

6.12-8.B.1

Why was the 20% value chosen for native vegetation set aside? Is there an objective reason to
think that this will benefit water quality?

6.12-8.B.1.a
Does 100-year flood plains need to be defined?
6.12-8.C.1.b

Specify how the non-disturbance areas can be traded. A one to one swap on a square foot
basis may not achieve the goals of the 50 ft non-disturbance area.

6.12-8.C.1.c

Specify how vegetation is used to enhance a reduced non-disturbance area, Perhaps this
should refer back to BMPs from section 6,12-7.D.

6.12-8.0

Is there a section of zoning or building code that can be referenced to explain how containment
barriers are to be made?

6.12-8.E

Will this section apply to all Solid Waste Storage (even outside of WRPD) when the rest of the
zoning regulations are rewritten?

6.12-9.B.5.b
Should there be record keeping and/or audit requirements to prove compliance over time?
6.12-9.B.8

Define “significant threat”

Eppeeod



6.12-9.B.9 and 10
Should there be record keeping and/or audit requirements to prove compliance over time?
6.12-9.C

Are any of these requirements different from those specified in State Regulations? If not, why
list here.

6.12-10.A.1

Require development of a Farm Resources Management Plan as described in the Manual of
Best Practi i re.

6.12-10.B.1.a

Define how stormwater pre-treatment Is done. Also applies to 6.12-10.B.2.d, 6.12-10.C.1.b,
6.12-D.1.e, 6.12-10.D.2.b, 6.12-10.D.4.b and 6.12-10.D.7.d.

6.12-10.B.2.d

Are there regulations covering nursery water management that can be referenced?
6.12-10.D.1.d

How is the 10% calculated (number of items, value??). Also applies to 6.12-10.D.4.f.
6.12-10.D.3

Similar to what was done with Underground Storage Tanks, reference applicable Town or State
regulations and standards.

6.12-10.D.4

Consider adding item explicitly describing best practices for paint removal and application. BMP
for boat repair and servicing are covered in Connecticut Clean Mari idebook.

Evcenon 5



Groton Open Space Association, Inc.
2.0. Box 9187, Groton, CT 06340-9187
www.GOSAonline.org

GOSA
To: Town of Groton Zoning Commission .

From: Groton Open Space Association, Inc.
Subject: WRPD Regulation Update
Date: December 5, 2016

Groton Open Space Association (GOSA) commends the action of the Town of Groton Zoning
Commission to strengthen and update Water Resource Protection District regulations (WRPD). Clean
water is a sacred trust to the people of Groton, and the commission has taken its charge seriously.
However, we are concerned about your draft proposal protecting water resources.

GOSA recommends that the considered buffer be expanded from the proposed minimum 50 feet to
200 feet. Underground fuel storage tanks for autos and marine craft need to be set back at least 200
feet. Undisturbed vegetation promotes filtration of pollutants, uptake of nutrients and reduces erosion,
sedimentation and flooding impacts. Enhanced filtration capacity is especially important near areas
where fertilizers, landscaping chemicals, road deicers, motor vehicle products, pet waste and soil
disturbances occur. Lawns, driveways, farms, public works activities and parking lots along with other
sources of nonpoint source pollution pose a significant threat to drinking water quality.

GOSA recommends that the considered allowance of 70% impervious surfaces on properties be
reduced to less than 30%. Rooftops, driveways, roads, public works activities and parking lots
contribute to nonpoint source pollution and pose a significant threat to drinking water quality from
storm water runoff.

GOSA recommends the removal of the current and considered buffer exemptions for agricultural use,
public works activities and single family and duplex housing. Agricultural activities are exempt from
regulation despite potential animal and fertilizer contamination, soit disturbances and impacts from
irrigation practices. A 200-foot buffer and fence would keep livestock from trampling stream banks,
and would keep soil disturbances and chemicals a safer distance from the water. Public works
activities pose a threat to water quality: road construction, tar and oil application, salting, deicing and
heavy equipment repair.

The Groton Inland Wetlands Agency and the Zoning Commission’s WRPD regulations need to be
clear, consistent, effective and enforceable; Once our water supply is contaminated, it will be difficult
and extremely expensive to remediate at a later date. For the reasons stated above, GOSA
recommends these modifications to the proposed Water Resource Protection District regulations.
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-.)Sidney Van Zandt

GOSA Vice President
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